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Mr. Sanmel Chandler, 8c. 


with which your late Book 
concerning © Subſcription to 
| 2 < Explanatory Articles of 
| Faith, c.“ is written, to- 
| gether with your 1 Declaration that you 

are ©* Open to Conviction,“ pag. 28. have 


encouraged me to addreſs myſelf to you, in 
: 3 
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this manner: When I ſpeak of Temper 
and Moderation, I do really deſign to com- 
mend your Performance ; tho', it muſt be 
ingenuouſly owned, that I mean little more 
than what may be juſtly eſteemed Temper 
and Moderation in you, whoſe Productions 


in the Controverſial Way, have been no more 


diſtinguiſhed by the Moderation and Calm- 
nefy, tham by the Accufacy and Impirti- 
ality of the Author of them. Vu, tell 
the Reader, in the Preface, that the Pub- 
lication of your Papers has been long de- 
layed; for Which you, are pleaſed; to make 

ſotme ſort of Apology 3 but an Apology for 

the poor Uſe you appear to have made of 
the long Delay, is ſtill wanting; or indeed . 

rather an Apology for publiſhing theſe Papers 

at all. Really, Sir, were I to be your Apo- 
logiſt as touching the Publication of theſe 
Papers, I verily believe that I ſhould con- 
feſs, amongſt other generous. Conceſſions 
and Allowances, that my Friend' had pub- 
liſhed too ſoon ; wiſhing that he had taken 
Time for a ſtill more calm and impartial 
Review, How far your Book unluckily 
verifies the Obſervation made in the firſt 
Paragraph of the Book you principally write 
in 
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in Anſwer to, viz. that it is the Trade of 
* a certain Herd of Scriblers, to pick up 
© all the old Objections which hive been 


© urged againſt any Part of the Efabliſhed 


n Cevernment of he Church of England, 


and to retail them out to the Public, from 


< time to time, as nero and unanſwered," is 


left to the impartial Reader. 
It is not my Intention to vindicate 
either of thoſe Pamphlets which you at- 


tempt to anſwer. The Principles which 
they maintain will indeed be vindicated by 

my Argument; but, as to Particulars, either 
of thoſe judicious Authors, to whom you 
are Opponent in the preſent Debate, is well 
able to do Juſtice to what he had ad- 
vanced, if thought neceſſary, without my 1 
Aſſiſtance. Tis enough for me, without 


being their Vindicator, to be their Fellow- 


Labourer, and to have the Honour of join- 


ing myſelf to ſo good Company, in this 
Cauſe. Mr. White's Letters to A Diſ- 
« ſenting Gentleman”, ſufficiently com- 


mend his excellent Qualifications, 4 
Writer, to all who read with Judgment and 
Impartiality. The Book intituled, 7. he 


* Church 577 England Vindicated, &c. is an 
B 2 | excel. 
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excellent Performance, and the World has 
given it juſt Applauſe; tho' You cannot find 
much more in it than,“ Beſides a great deal 
* of IIl- nature and ſcurrilous Language, 
* ſome ſpecious Things ſaid in Favour of 
cSubſcription.— Let me obſerve, by the 
way, the Elegancy and Propriety of your 
Language. Beſides a great deal of Ill- nature, 
and ſcurrilous Language— What? any high 
Crimes and Miſdemeanours ?!— No, no- 
thing truly very bad, only ſome ſpecious 
Things ſaid in Favour of Subſcription, At- 
ticam Elegantiam ! Here's Juſtneſs of 

Thought, and Aſſociation of Ideas without 

Prejudice, in a calm Conſiderer, an impar- 
tial Reviewer! Beſides, 1 diſmiſs it with | 

this Reflection, that the Complaint of ſcur- 

rilous Language puts me in Mind of Dr. 
Bentley's Free-thinker, who complained, 
truly, that Phileleutherus Lipſienſis, a certain 
_ zIEnatured Writer, had been very ſcurri- 
vous; that he had not, forſooth, uſed Mr, 
Troe-thinker as 4 Gentleman, 

But my Buſineſs with you, at preſent, 
Sir, is to try the Strength of an Argument 
in Defenſe of Explanatory Articles of 
Faith; which, when you have fairly con- 
futed, 
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futed, you ſhall have my Leave to publiſh 
as much more as you pleaſe, againſt Sub- 
| ſeription. Only let me give you this Cau- 
tion; Do not firſt miſrepreſent, and then 
confute that Miſrepreſentation (as your 
Manner is) for that will not prove any 


Thing againſt my Argument, but againſt 


yourſelf only. Now the Thing which you 
conſtantly repreſent as Unreaſonable, and 
even as Unjuſt, and Unchriſtian, is the 
| Subſcription to Explanatory Articles of 
Faith, as a Qualification for Admiſſion into 
the Chriſtian Miniſtry: And you contend 
for a Creed, compoſed of the Words of 
Scripture only *, to anſwer the ſame Pur- 


poſe, By Explanatory Articles of Faith, I 
preſume, we both mean the ſame Thing; 
vi2, certain Human Explications of the 


Words of Scripture ; ; thoſe Words which 


are ſuppoſed to contain The Principles of 
the Chriſtian Religion ; which Explana- 


tions are propoſed to be ſubſcribed, or aſ- 


ſented to by the Candidates for the Chriſtian 


Miniſtry. Let the one be called, for Bre- 


 vity-ſake, Explanatory Articles; the other, 


 Pcripture-Creeds, At preſent we wil uſe 


* Paſlim, 


the 
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[6] 
theWord Asskxr, and SUBSCRIPTION, indif- 
ferently; for the Debate is, not about the 
Manner of expreſſing, or giving Aſſent; 
but about the Thing to which Aſſent or Sub- 
{cription 15 required, Your Language, that 
Subſcription is @ Qualification for Ad- 
miſſion into the Chriſtian Miniſtry, ſhall be 
complied with, to avoid Contention about 
Words; though, in truth, the Subſcription 
is not 7t/elf the Qualification, but the Tesr, 
or Evidence of the Qualification for the 
Miniſtry.— The Caſe then is as follows: 
| You contend for Subſcription to a Scripture- 
Creed only, as ſuch Qualification: I, on the 
contrary, maintain the Reaſonableneſs of 
Subſcription to Explanatory Articles. The 
Queſtion is, nt about the Articles of the 
Church of England, or about any other Ex- 
planatory Articles in particular; but it is, 
in general, concerning Explanatory Articles, 
as Explanatory, Thus ſtands the Queſtion, 
Now, to be deciſive, I will not put the 
Debate with you upon the Foot of Expe- 
diency, or Inexpediency, of your, or my, 
Method of framing Articles for Subſcribers : 
The Queſtion ſhall not be, which Method, 
that of Explanatory Articles, or of aScripture- 
Creed, 


EEE 
Creed, 1s preferable ? But I will try the Point 
with you, upon the Foot of Neceſſity ; and, 
if I ſhew that 'tis neceſary, indiſpenſably 
neceſſary, that Candidates for the Miniſtry 
ſhould ſubſcribe to Explanatory Articles, 
there will be an End of the Queſtion ; for 
ſuch Neceſſity does at once put an End to 
all Diſputes about Expediency and Inexpe- 
diency. 
| Firſt then, Sir, you allow that 'tis neceſ- 
ſary there ſhould be Paſtors or Teachers in 
the Church of Cbriſt, to inſtruct the People 
in the Chriſtian Faith: That they, whoſe 
Office it is to inſtruc others in the Chriſtian 
Faith, muſt 72hem/2kves hold the Chriſtian 
Faith: That, therefore, the Paſtors, or 
Teachers, of the Chriſtian Faith, muſt be 
duly Qualified for ſuch their Office, by their 
holding the Chriſtian Faith, i. e. the Faith 
of the Goſpel : That, therefore, certain Per- - 
ſons muſt have a Right, or be appointed to 
judge, to examine and determine, concern- 
ing the Qualification, the Fitneſs of thoſe 
who are Candidates for the Chriſtian Mini- 
ſtry : That the Rule of their Judgment, or 
Determination concerning ſuch Qzal:fication 
of Teachers, is the holy Scripture, —Thus 
— far, 
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far, I think, we are both agreed ; ; at leaſt, I 
I ſee no Reaſon why it may be ſuppoſed Fa 
you ſhould deny any of theſe Propoſitions. t] 
Indeed, as to the two laſt Propoſitions, the 1 
Quaker will deny the former, and the Pa- fe 
piſt or Roman-Catholic the latter; but I am C 
ſure that the Practice of all Proteſtant {| tc 
Churches (as they are uſually called) will E 
_ juſtify my laying down theſe Principles, as V 
Pioſtulata, or common Principles in this De- 7 
bate. 
Well then, the Hoh Scripture i is the Rule th 
by which the Perſons, who are to examine | & 
the Candidates for the Chriſtian Miniſtry, w 
are to be guided, in order to determine G 
whether they be qualified, or not qualified. 2 
for Admiſſion to it. — Now, I doubt we are NM 
going to differ: Nu think tis ſufficient to C: 
anſwer the End of Examination (which is, pr 
that they who are to teach the Truths of the th 


Goſpel, ſhould be duly qualified for their rie 

Office, by their Belief of the Truths of the | ab 
Goſpel) if a Scripture-Creed, i.e. a Formu- | Le 

lary conſiſting of the Words of Scripture, | he 

doit hout any Explication, containing the | be 
Principles, and perhaps ſome Doctrines of | 
e be ſubſcribed by the Candi- 

| 4 dates. 
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91 
dates. On the contrary, I aſſert the Nece/- 
ſity of Subſcription to Explanatory Articles: 
And my Reaſon for aſſerting the Neceſſity of 
this Subſcription, is drawn from the ab/olute 
| Inſufficiency of the other Method propoſed 
for the Examination of Candidates for the 
Chriſtian Miniſtry, vag. that of ſubſcribing 
to the Seripture-Creed only, to anſwer the 
End of Subſcription ; which is, that the 
Miniſters, the Teachers of the Goſpel do 

themſelves hold the Faith of the Goſpel. 


Tiis ſcarce worth while to take notice, 
that though I every-where ſpeak of the 
Nualtfication of Candidates for the Miniſtry, 
which is their Belief of the Truths of the 
| Goſpel, I do not mean that That is the only 
Qualification for the Miniſtry : No, ſurely; 
Morals and Learning are alſo required in this 
Caſe. But theſe have nothing to do in the 
preſent Queſtion. We are talking about 
the Qualification of Fairtn, to which Ar- 
| ?zcles and Subſcription are relative, and not 
about the other Qualifications of Morals and 
Learning ; about which (except indeed with 
he finleſs Elect, whoſe Morals need not to 
be enquired 1 into; the gifted Brethren, who 
© look 


20 ] 
look upon Letter - Learning as carnal and 
unprofitable) there can be no Diſpute. 


To ſhew then, as plainly as poſſible, the 
Inſufficiency of Subſcription to the Scripture- 
Creed only, I would lay down the — 
. 


I. The Faith f the Goſpel is that one 
Senſe of the Words of the Scripture 
which was affixed to them, or intended 
by the ſacred Writers. 


* The Words of Seriprure having been 
uſed or taken in ſeveral different Senſes 
and Interpretations; it 1s thereby be- 
come ambiguous and indeterminate, 


what Senſe any Perſon affixes to the 
Words of Scripture. 


III. An Aſſent, or Subſcription, therefore, 
to the Words of Scripture, or to a Scrip- 
ture-Creed only, can be no Proof, Te, 

or Evidence of any Perſon's holding 

the Faith y the Gel. 


Firſt, 


Firſt, The Faith of the Goſpel is that one 
Senſe of the Words of Scripture, which was 
affixed to them, or intended by the ſacred 
Writers. 

This is ſelf-evident. The Senſe of 
Scripture can be but one, and that one Senſe | 
can undoubtedly be that only which was 
intended by the ſacred Writers. How we 
are to Judge, and to determine wha? this 


Senſe is, is another Queſtion, to be conſi- 
dered hereafter. 


Secondly, The Words of Scripture having 
been uſed or taken in ſeveral d:ferent Senſes 
and Interpretations; it is thereby become 
ambiguous and indeterminate, what Senſe 
any Perſon affixes to the Words of Scrip- 


*TUre, 


"Tis extremely difficult to guard ſuffi- 
ciently againſt being miſunderſtood, or miſ- 
repreſented, by thoſe who cannot, or will 
not, underſtand a plain Diſtinction. But, 
to expreſs myſelf as Clearly as poſſible upon 
this Head, my Meaning is This; that 
Words being uſed in different Senſes, 
by different Perſons, is the Foundation 
of Ambiguity; and therefore, the Words 

C2 being 
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[12] 
being uſed by one Perſon in one Senſe, by 
another Perſon in another Senſe ; it will be 
doubtful, uncertain, or ambiguous, what 
_ particular Senſe any Perſon affixes to them, 
or how He underſtands them, till he has ex- 


Plained and declared, what Senſe it is that he 
does affix to them. When different Perſons 


affix different Meanings to the ſame Words, 
then theſe Words become, in Language or 
Diſcourſe, fo far ambiguous, or indetermi- 
nate, Neither you, nor I can know how 
others underſtand them, without Explana- 
tion. As to the Thing itſelf, that the 
Words of Scripture are thus differently un- 


derſtood by different Perſons, tis Fact, and 
undeniable : And 'tis equally certain, that it 
cannot be known from the Uſe of the Scrip- 


ture-Words only, what it is that any one 
means by them; and that therefore Expla- 
nation is become neceſſary. 


Take this Propoſition, for inſtance The Mord 


was Go: Can I tell merely from another 


- Perſon's repeating theſe Words to me, what 
he means by them? Is he an Athanaſian ?. 
Is he a Sabeilian ? Is he an Arian? or, a So- 
cinian? In a W ord, does he mean ſomething 


by 


„ 


C 


{ 


. 


[ x3 ] 
by it; or, does he mean nothing; for there 
is plainly as great, the ſame infinite Differ- 
ence, between what the one means, and 
what the other means, in this Caſe, as there 
is between neceſſary Exiſtence, and not being. 
How is it poſſible that I ſhould know 
what you mean, what Senſe you affix to this 
Propoſition, unleſs you explain it to me, 
ſince the Words are uſed in many different 
Senſes ? , 
Again; This is my Body : The abſolute 
Meaning of this Propoſition is plain to me. 
Tis, #0 me, juſt as plain that theſe Words 
are not to be underſtood literally, as it is that 
Chriſt's Crucifixon is not to be underſtood 
figuratively. Yet, is not this very Propoſi- 
tion, in ſome reſpect, ambiguous? i. e. Is it plain 
and certain what another Man means by it? 
Do all mean the ſame Thing by the Sacra- 
ment of the Lord's Supper? If I ask a Pa- 
piſt, or a Roman-Catbolic, the Doctrine is 
Tranſubſtantiation, and a real Sacrifice : If 
a Lutheran, Conſubſtantiation, or Impanation, 
If another, Real Preſence: A Fourth tells 
me of an wunblcody Sacrifice; a Fifth, of 
Spiritual Privileges annexed to the receiv- 
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ing the Elements of Bread and Wine. The 
next gives me what he calls a © Plain Ac- 
« count of the Lord's Supper,” which, if 
indeed underſtood, as I would willingly un- 
derſtand his Meaning, is not, perhaps, juſtly 
exceptionable : Another frankly declares, 
with all Plainneſs of Speech and Simplicity, 
that he really means nothing more by the 
Communion of the Body, and Blood of Chriſt, 
than the true Spiritual Communion of Chri- 
ſtians, in mutual Love and Charity. Now, 
Sir, ſay, I beſeech you, How can I poſſibly 
_ diſcover the Meaning of any One of theſe 
Perſons, merely from his telling me, that 
he believes the Truth of our Lord's Words, 
when he ſays, This is my Body? Or, is it 
not ambiguous, what he means by thoſe 
ee eee © 
Once more Chriſt came into the World 

to fave Sinners. He ſaves Sinners, ſays the 
Papiſt, or the Roman Catholic, not only by | 
bis Doctrine and Example, and the Merit 
of his Sufterings ; but by purchaſing, by his 
own Blood, an Infallible Church; by join- 
ing with, or being added to which, Men 
are faved, — Chriſt faves Sinners, fays the 
Siu pra- 


1 
Supralapſarian, by making the indiſpenſable, 
neceſſary, infinite Satisfaction to infinite 
Juſtice. He faves Sinners by making full 


Satisfaction to the Divine Juſtice, ſo that 


nothing remains on our Part, but true juſti- 
| Jying Faith, which 1s of Courſe attended 


with, or is productive of Obedience. 80 


ſays the Antinomian, or Solifidian. Another 
ſays (and ſays rightly) That Chriſt ſaves 


Sinners by the Morality of his Goſpel, Re- 


pentance, Obedience, and Perfection; by 
leaving Men a complete Example of all Vir- 
tue and Holineſs in his own ſpotleſs Life; 


by enforcing the Practice of his Laws by the 


Sanctions of eternal Rewards and Puniſh- 
ments; and by enabling all thoſe who are 
willing to do his Will, with the Grace and 
Aſſiſtance of his Holy Spirit; but, princi- 


pally by ſuffering upon the Croſs a proper 


vicarious Puniſhment, and being an expta- 


tory Sacrifice for the Sins of the whole 
World ; the great Method of Reconcilia- 
tion between God and Man, freely appoint- 
ed by the original eſſential Goodneſs of the 


Father. But if you inquire of a Chri/tian- 
| Dez/t (one who will readily ſubſcribe to a 
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Scripture-Creed), whether, or not, he be 
lieves, that Chriſt came into the World to 
ſave Sinners, he will reply, undoubtedly _ 
he did; and for that End, he preached very 
excellent Morality, and withal gave an In- 
ſtance of the Practicableneſs of it in his own 
Life, beyond any other Moraliſt, or Pro- 
phet; and that he died in Confirmation of the 
Truth of it. As for any proper Sacrifice | in 
the Death of Chriſt, that Notion, it ſeems, 
took its Riſe from ſome Paſſages % Scripture, 
where the Apoſtles, (St. PAUL in parti- 
cular, whoſe manner it was to become al] 
| Things to all Men) are ſpeaking in Accom- 
modation to the groſs Notions and Preju- 
judices of the unmetaphyſical Jew, but we, 
who underſtand the Nature and Reaſon of 
Things, have not fo learned the Apoſtles : 
Thus the docinian.— Now is it not am- 
biguous, what any Perſon means by theſe 
Scripture-Words, Chriſt came into the World 
to ſave Sinners? Are they not underſtood 
in ſeveral different Senſes? And is there not 
therefore a Neceſlity for Exlpanation ? 


The 
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The Concluſion is, that it being thus 


Ambiguous and Indeterminate, what Senſe 


any Perſon affixes to the Words of Scrip- 
ture, amidſt the ſeveral different Senſes and 


Interpretations ; therefore ſome Explanation 


is neceſſary to be aſſented to, or ſubſcribed 


by thoſe who are Candidates far the Chri- 


ſtian Miniſtry, as a Te of their Qyalifi-, 
cation for the Office of the Miniſtry ; which 
Qualification is their holding the Fan of 


the Goſpel. 


If Mr. Chandler now ask that 


Queſtion of Queſtions, ho ſhall judge? 
who thall judge and determine what is the 
Faith of the Goſpel? Which it is, of the 


various, and perhaps contradictory Senſes 


and Interpretatians that Men have put upon 


the Words of Scripture, that 7s the True 
Senſe? I anſwer, that, in the preſent Caſe, 


where the believing the Doctrines, or hold- 
ing the Faith of the Goſpel, is @ Qual:fica- 


tion tor the Office of the Miniſtry ; undoubs- 


edly, thoſe Perſons whoſe Right it is, or 
who are delegated, or appointed by others, 


to examine and determine concerning the 


Qualification of Candidates for the Mini- 


ſtry, who are qualified, and who not; Tater 


mult judge what is that Qualification, which 
— 1 
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1 
is the Rile by which their Judgments are to 
be directed. But that Qualification, as be- 
fore obſerved, is the Believing the Princi- 
ples of the Doctrine of Corift, the Faith of 
f 2 Goſpel. Who then, in the Name of 
Common Senſe, muſt judge what are the 
Principles of the Doctrine of Chriſt ? or, 
abartig the Faith of the Goſpel, but They 
who are to judge of the Qualification of 
others for the Miniſtry ? Nothing is more 
evident. If I am to judge of your Qualifi- 
cation for the Miniftry ; if ſuch Qualifica- 
tion be your Belief of the Truths of the 
Goſpel ; and, if it be ambiguous, what are 
the Truths of the Goſpel ; what is the true 
Senſe of Scripture Texts relating to any 
Doctrine; who, I pray, is to determine, in 
this Caſe, wits is the Doctrine of Scripture, 
You, or 1? If You are, tis a flat Contra- 
diction to the Suppoſition that I am to judge. 
Certainly, if I am to judge, whether you 
are qualified for the Miniſtry, or not; 1 
muſt be determined, not by your Opinion, 
but by my own. The Right of private 
Fudgment ſtands juſt where it did, and is not 
in the leaſt affected by theſe Confiderations. 
Private Judgment is ſuppoſed on all Sides. 
The Candidate has judged for himſelf, what 
ons | 15 


3 T9] 

is the true Senſe of Scripture ; and the Ex- 
aminer is to judge for himſelf, whether the 
Candidate be qualiſied or not. Every Man's 


Judgment muſt be, f him, the True Fudg- 


ment, the Truth of the Caſe; nor can it be 
otherwiſe without a Contradiction ; For, if 


you think your Own Judgment, or Opinion, 


not to be true or right; 'tis plainly, not 
your Judgment, or Opinion, but what you 
perceive to be Error, Whatever a Man 
judges to be the true Senſe and Meaning of 
Scripture, that is, and muſt be, to him, the 
Doctrine of Scripture, the Faith of the 


Goſpel; and conſequently, whoſoever holds 


or maintains another Senſe, cannot but ap- 
pear to him, not to hold the Faith of the 
Goſpel. Indeed, not being ixfallible, he 
cannot abſolutely affirm, as a certain Truth, 
that whoſoever ſo differs from him, does 
not hold the Chriſtian Faith; but yet he 
cannot but think, and judge, and be of Opi- 
nion, that he does not; and therefore, if a 
Candidate for the Miniſtry give an Explica- 
tion of the Words of Scripture, an Account 
of the Truths of the Goſpel, as his Faith, 
which the Perſon who is Judge of his Qua- 
lification for the Miniſtry, thinks to be er- 
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roneous; he cannot conſiſtently admit hitn, 
45 qualified, to the Office of the Miniſtry. 


Therefore, whatever Senſe of Scripture ap- 


pears, to thoſe who are to judge of the Qua- 


lification of Candidates for the Miniſtry, to 
be the true Senſe of Scripture; That muſt 
be Their Rule in judging of ſuch Rualifis 
cation. 
I have purpoſely omitted to take notice 


of that wild Scheme of Subſcription, vis. 
Subſcription to the Scripture, as the Werd 


of God; the beloved Project of the Friends 


of an unlimited Comprebenſi 07. Becauſe, 
tis indeed the ſame Thing in Effect and 


Conſequence, with the Subſcription to a 
Scriptural-Creed, In ſhewing, therefore, 
the Vanity of one Scheme, I expoſe both. 


"Tis evident, that all who will ſubſcribe to 


the Scripture-Creed, will ſubſcribe as readi- 
ly to Scripture as the Word of God; and, 


equally,that all who will ſubſcribe toScripture 


as the Word of God, will ſubſcribe to the 


Scripture-Creed : ſuppoſing always that they 


mean the fame Thing by Scripture, and hold 


the /ame Writings to be authentic; and that 


the only Difference between theſe two ſorts of 
ebene is, that vue ſubſcribes to the 


dc lle 
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whole Scripture ; the Other to a Part of it, 
which is the Scripture-Creed. 

Thus have I endeavoured to reduce the 
voluminous Controverſy about Subſcription, 
to a narrow Compaſs. The many Books 
that have been written at home, and the 
many Diſputes abroad, particularly among 
the Diſſenters in the North of Teland, ſuf- 
ficiently declare the Importance of this Sub- 
ject; and withal the Difficulty of coming 
to a Concluſion about it; and that, perhaps, 
owing to the wrong Ways that have been 
taken in the Management of the Debate. 
The ſhorteſt Way of coming to a Conclu- 
ſion in any intricate Subject, is, to argue, 


if poſlible, from ſome Principles which the 


Adverſaries are compelled to grant; and 


which cannot be denied, without contra. 
dicting ſome common firſt Principle. Thus, 


from this Principle, the Neceſſity of a 75 
tian Miniſtry, 1 have deduced, at leaſt, 

my Judgment, the Neceſſity of Subſcription. 
I might have argued from the Nature of the 


Chriſtian Church, as a viſible Society, &c. 
but then our Adverſaries would not have 
admitted ſome Principles without a tedious, | 


and perhaps fruitleſs Debate about them 
— but 
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but All readily own the Neceflity of a Chri- 
tian Miniſtry in general: That ſome Per- 


ſons are to be appointed, or ſet apart for the 
Office of the Miniſtry: From thence, 


therefore, I have drawn my Concluſion, 5 
which is fuboitted to the imperial and j 18 
dicious Reader. 


And now, Sir, the Cmſehuetcs that I 


charge, not upon 27 (for I diſtinguiſh), 
but upon your Principle, is This; That, as 


your Scheme of Subſcription admits to the 


Office of the Chriſtian Miniſtry all Men 
mndiſcriminately, who will ſubſcribe 'to the 


Words of Scripture, the Scripture. Creed; fo 


it does hereby open a Door to the Miniſtry, 
for all ſorts of Perſons, for Heretics and En- 
thuſiaſts of every Tribe, and of every Deno- 
mination, if they do but profeſs themſelves 


to be Chriſtians by ſuch Subſcription. Into 
the Church, as Teachers and Paſtors, they 
may all enter, if they will but ſubſcribe to 
the Scriptural-Creed, which the /oundeff 

and moſt rational Divine, the wildeſt Opi- 
nidtre, the Qyaker and the Fifth-monarchy 
Man, will equally do. All profeſs to be 
Believers of the Truth, the Faith of the 


Goſpel, e ge of them will readily 


anſwer 


1 23 ] 
anſwer you he does, if you aſk him the 
Queſtion, Papiſts, Independents, Arians, 


Socin ians, Chriſtian-Deiſis, Chubbiſts, &c. 


Ridente Jurcd, nec dolente Tudæo, vill all 
be admitted to the Miniſtry, without Ex- 
ception, upon your Scheme of Subſcription ; 
and, perhaps, with the ſubtile Feſuit, in 


Sheep s Cloathing, at the Head of them. 
Now, Sir, behold your Scheme of Subſcrip- 
tion! and confeſs that it is a Scheme un- 


avoidably introductive of the utmoſt Diſ- | 
order and Confuſion into the Church of 
Chriſt, What will ſoon (if this Scheme 
take place, What will ſoon) become of 
the Religion of the common People! or 


indeed of their Underſtandings, between 
Athanaſiu us and Arius, Luther and Calvin, 
Fefter and Pickering, perpetually engaged 


in holy Animoſities with each other ; in con- 


tradicting and confuting, each the other's con- 


trary Doctrine; dividing the good Chriſtian 
People into numberleſs Sects and Factions, 
who, when once ſo ſeparated, ſeldom fail to 


: be kindly-affeftioned to one another, in pro- 


portion to their Religious Differences; who 


are always madly and outrageouſly zealous 
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for they #n9w not what, and That, in Pro- 
portion to their Ignorance. 

To point out any way to avoid this Con- 
ſequence, by the Addition of new Lacs, is 
to change the State of the preſent Queſtion ; 


and, from this, Mr. Chandler is not to re- 


cede, by any Evaſion or Subterfuge. His 
Schema is Subſcription, or Aſſent to a 
Scripture-Creed, as a Qualification, &c. 


Mine is, Subſcription to Explanatory Ar- 


ticles, —But, if he will fairly give up his 
preſent Scheme, which does not ſeem to 
be long defenſible, I will help him to a 


much better i in the ſtead of it ; and that is, 


the prohibiting, by Law, the teaching N 
different Doctrines, without Subſcription: 
Or, the ſubſcribing to Explanatory Articles, 
as Articles not of Faith, but of Peace only; 


ſo as to be bound never to contradict thoſe 


Articles in Teaching or Writing. If Mr. 
Chandler think it worth his while to defend 
this Scheme, he may perhaps deſerve my 
Attention. In the mean time, I would juſt 
mention ſome of the ſeveral Difficulties it 


weill labour under: As, Firſt, According to 


this Method, the great Concern will be, not 
T what 


( 25 ] 

what Doctrine the Teacher would, or /bould 
teach, but what he ud not; whereas the 
Bafineſs of Teachers, is to 1 the People 
in the Chriſtian Faith; and conſequently, 'tis 
the Buſineſs of thoſe who require Subſcrip- 


tion, who appoint Perſons for the Mipiſtry, 
to take care that they are 944 fed, that 


they are fit to teach the Faith; and not 
merely to be % lent as to contrary unſctiptu- 
ral Doctrines. 2. According to this Me- 


thod, very unfit Perſons would be admitted 


to the Miniſtry ; People who believe no- 
thing: And conſequently, ſince they who 


believe not the Doctrines of Chriſtianity, 


cannot reaſonably be ſuppoſed to teach thoſe 
Doctrines; numberleſs Congregations might 
never hear any thing of Chriſtianity from 
the Pulpit, but Diſcourſes of Moral Virtue 
only. Good Heathens, by ſuch kind of 
Inſtruction, they might be, but never Chri- 
ſtians. 3. By this Method, the great Do- 
_ Qrines, the Principles of Chriſtianity (which 

ſome affect to call /peculative, abſurdly mean- 
ing unneceſſary) would by degrees be laid aſide. 


The prudent Preacher would ſeldom mention, 


and never chooſe to enlarge upon them for fear 
of exceeding the Bounds by Law preſcribed, 
E 


and 
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for they know not what, and That, in Pro- 
portion to their Ignorance. 

To point out any way to avoid this Og 
fequence, by the Addition of new Laos, is 


to change the State of the preſent Queſtion ; 


and, from this, Mr. Chandler is not to re. 


cede, by any Evaſion or Subterfuge. His 


Scheme is Subſcription, or Aﬀent to a 
Scripture-Creed, as a Qualification, &c. 


Mine is, Subſcription to Explanatory. Ar- 
ticles, —Þut, if he will fairly give up his 
preſent Scheme, which does not ſeem O 
de long defenſible, I will help him to a 


much better in the ſtead of it ; and that is, 
the prohibiting, by Law, the teaching of 
different Doctrines, without Subſcription : | 
Or, the ſubſcribing to Explanatory Articles, 


as Articles not of Faith, but of Peace only; 


ſo as to be bound never to contradict thoſe 
Articles in Teaching or Writing. If Mr. 


Chandler think it worth his while to defend | 
| this Scheme, he may perhaps deſerve my | 
Attention, In the mean time, I would quit 4--- 


mention ſome of the ſeveral Difficulties it 


will labour under: As, Firſt, According to 
this Method, the great Concern will be, "not * 


7 what 


( 25 ] 
what Doctrine the Teacher would, or u 
teach, but what he /h6uld not; whereas the 


Buſineſs of Teachers, is to in/tru& the People 


in the Chriſtian Faith; and conſequently, 'tis 
the Buſineſs of thoſe who require Subſcrip- 
tion, who appoint Perſons for the Mipiſtry, 
to take care that they are gualified; that 
they are fit to teach the Faith; and not 
merely to be Vent as to contrary aoſcripta- 
ral Doctrines. 2. According to this Me- 
thod, very unfit Perſons would be admitted 
to the Miniſtry; People who believe no- 


thing : And conſequently, ſince they who 


believe not the Doctrines of Chriſtianity, 
cannot reaſonably be ſuppoſed 70 teach thoſe 
Doctrines; numberleſs Congregations might 


never hear any thing of Chriſtianity from 
the Pulpit, but Diſcourſes of Moral Virtue 


only. Good Heathens, by ſuch kind of 


Inſtruction, they might be, but never Chri- 
flians, 3. By this Method, the great Do- 
ctrines, the Principles of Chriſtianity (which 


ſome affect to call peculati ve, abſurdly mean- 
ing unneceſſary) would by degrees be laid aſide. 
The prudent Preacher would ſeldom mention, 
and never chooſe to enlarge upon them, for fear 


of exceeding the Bounds by Law preſcribed, 
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and wandering into ſome illegal Explica- 
tion. 4. Beſides, what would Mr. CHAN D- 
LER, With many others, think of this Expe- 
dient? Does not this alſo bear ſomewhat 
hard upon Chriſtian Liberty? If it be no 
Impoſition, if it do not put ſome Men upon 
preaching or teaching what they do not be- 
| lieve; it does certainly prohibit and hinder 
them from teaching what they do. And, 
5. By what Authority, will Mr. Chandler 
fay, is this Prohi:tion laid upon the Mini- 
ſters of Chriſt? If Impoſition of Articles 
be an obliging the Subſcribers to teach the 
Commandments of Men, as Mr. Chandler 
will argue; then this Prohibition is a pre- 
venting Mens teaching the Doctrines (what 
they eſteem ſuch) of Chriſt? And what 
Authority can any one have to prohibit in 
the one Caſe, more than to impoſe in the 
other? 6. Would Mr, Chandler be confined 
to preach, or to repeat Scripture-Creeds to 
his Hearers, without any Explication ? — 
Theſe Things I leave to F your Conſidera- 


tion. 

It will be obſerved, that I generally uſe 
the Words, ASSENT, ad SUBSCRIPTION, as if 
they meant the ſame Thing. There i is plain- 
; ly 


1 1 
ly a Difference; but till I am ſure what Uſe, 
if any, will be made of that Difference, 
there will be no great Occaſion to conſider 
it, Surely, the Difference between Aſent 
and Subſcription, is not This; vis, that a 
Man may be bound to gent, or to affirm 
werbally, that he believes certain Truths, 
and yet not be obliged to ſet his Hand to 
Paper, in Teſtimony of ſuch Belief, or ſuch 
Affirmation; for which there may, how- 
ever, bea Rea/on; but then 'tis ſuch a Rea- 
ſon, as may be pleaded in the Behalf of all 
thoſe who act, as the unjuſt Steward did, 
not wel], but wiſely, However, the Expli- 
cation of Scripture, the Explanatory As 
ticles are the Thing we are concerned for; 
and not the particular Manner of giving 
our Aſſent to ſuch Explanation. 

But to conclude this Point, the Argument, 
Sir, in Defence of Explanatory Articles of 
Failb, as a Teſt of the Qualification of Perſons 
for Admiſſion to the Chriſtian Miniſtry, lies 
before You. The Point by me maintained, 
is, the Nece//iity of Explanatory Articles, 
for which you have my Reaſons. I remind 
you of this, becauſe any Harangues about 
Inpofitions, Inconventences, Hardſhips, &c. 

E 2 | „ Will 
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will he, as I have ſtated the Queſtion, 
wholly impertinent ; whereas, if the Que- 
ſtion had been about the Expediency or In- 
expediency of Articles, you might then, per- 
haps, have had ſome Colour to rhetoricate 
upon the Subject in the Manner you uſual- 
ly do. Putting the Queſtion upon the Foot- 
ing of Neceſty, there can be no poſſible 
Ground for any Declamations, or for any 
Objections drawn from Conſequences, which 
you extremely delight i in; it being certain, 
and allowed, that the Necęſſity of a Thing 
over-rules all Objections from Conſequences 
againſt it. You cannot in the preſent Caſe, 
argue againſt me from Conſequences, as I 
do againſt you; for my Objection to your 
Scheme of ſubſcribing to a Scripture-Creed 
only, is not that ſuch Subſcription i is not ne- 
cefary, but that 'tis not ſufficient; that 
more is neceſſary: And the Appeal is made, 
not to any popular Prejuaices, which are 
certainly on your Side, in the preſent Que- 


ſtion ; but to the Judgment of thoſe who 


can judge and diſtinguiſh. Your Buſineſs, 
Sir; thetefore now is, not to hunt alter 


Objections, as your Manner is, among Cal. 
vigiſts, Lutherans, Epiſcopalians, Kirkmen, 


1 ; 
&c. much leſs to ramble ſo far from home 
as to France, Geneva, Moſcow, and, 1 
know not whither, for ſomething to ſay 
for yourſelf, Vid. pag. 42, 43. but to con- 
85 yourſelf to the Point in Debate between 
is; To ſhew, if you can, ſomething falſe 
in in Primates, or wrong in Concluſion; Ei- 
ther to invalidate the Argument alledged for 


Explanatory Articles, or to give up the 

Queſtion. 
Thus much for the Argument — But I 
muſt not take my Leave of you, without 
paying ſome particular Regard to your Per- 
formance, if it be only for the ſake of Cere- 
mony. But a few Remarks muſt excuſe 
me. 

Page 15. You ask, Whether abſtaining 
e from all Kinds of Worſhip, ſettling Mens 
& ſecular Accounts, Sleeping, Riding, Feaſt- 
ing, Carouſing, Viſiting, Cards, Aſſem- 
© blies, Routs, Riots, c. be the proper 
« Way of ſanctifying the Lord's-day ? ” 
. Theſe Things you object to Thoſe of the 


Church of England: Would to God there ; 


were no Ground for ſuch Objections! May 

all thoſe who are guilty of this great Of- 

tenſe, effectually reply to the Objection by 
reforming 
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reforming their Manners! An Offenſe, which 
no good Man can ſpeak of without Indigna- 
tion and Abhorrence! To do Juſtice, I muſt 
own, that the Manner of keeping the Lord's- 
day among Diſſenters, though indeed I do 
not approve of it, as tis over rigid and pre- 
ciſe, is yet, in ſome Re ſpects, much to their 
Honour. But then, is not the Lord's- day 
as duly obſerved by the true and ſound 
Members of the Church of England? And 
is not the Church of England intirely clear 
of giving any, the leaſt, Countenance to the 
forementioned Enormities? Mr. Chandler 
acknowleges it; and takes notice very juſt- 
ly, that the Church of England is very ſtrit © 
in her O:dinance as to the Lord's-Day; and 
recommends that excellent Canon, as he 
truly ſtyles it, that © all manner cf Perſons 
„ ſhall keep the Lord's-day---in hearing the 
Word of God read and taught in pri- 
vate and public Prayer — in acknowleg- 
< ing their Offences to God, and amending 
te of the ſame— in reconciling themſelves 

e charitably to their Neighbours. where 

Diſpleaſure hath been— in oftentimes re- 
« ceiving the Communion of the Body and 


© Blood of Chriſt— in viliting the Poor 


ce and 


* 
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* 
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# and Sick — and uſing all godly and ſobet 
e Converſation.“ Yes: "Tis the ſhames 
leſs Relaxation of Diſcipline ; the not exer- 
ciſing the proper Civil, or Eccleſiaſtical Au- 
thority; the wicked Examples; — Theſe 
are the Things that are blameable; and it 
concerns thoſe, through whom theſe Of- 
tences come, to think of this Matter very 
ſeriouſſy. Let no Man think it enough that 
He himſelf is innocent, if he connive at Of. 
fenders; for Mo be unto that Man through 
Thom (whether directly, or indirectly; ; de- 
ſignedly, or undeſignedly) Offence cometh. 
But, in what follows, pag. 20. I muſt in- 
tirely differ with you, vi. That the Church 
of England is guilty of Impoſition, in re- 
quiring Subſcription to Articles of Religion; ; 

where you uſe the Word Impoſerion in a-bad 
Senſe, though you allow that sf the Law be 
good, the Impofition is right; and therefore | 
it ſeems, that Inpoſition, like Hereſy, p. 50. 
1 a Word very harmleſs in its original Mean- 
ing. Ihaveſhewn, that this Inpoſition then 
of the Church is a vg or equitable Church- 
Law; and therefore your charging Impo- 

fition upon the Church of England in the 
| 5 bad 


bad Senft, as Injury, 0 or Oppreſſion, is # 
Culumny. 
I do not much care to repeat what you 
ſay about Inpoſition in a ſtronger Light,” 
Ke. p. 21.— But your Ingratitude for the 
Bleſſings and Privileges you enjoy under a 
mild and good Government, is, I muſt fay 
it, extremely blameable : At the ſame time, 
I cannot but admire the Goodneſs and Le- 
| nity of our excellent Government, whoſe 
Glory and Divine Quality it 1s, to be 


tender and indulgent even to the Unthanks 


Jul and the Evil! 


| There is a Piece of Reaſoning in Py 25. 
which really almoſt diſcourages me from 
going on in the Debate with you; and That, 

for a very different Reaſon than your arguing 
Zoo cloſely. Your Words are, Men are 
“ laid, by Law, under an ABsoLUTE Ne- 
© ceſſity of ſubſcribing Articles; Ok, if 
© they pretend to exerciſe their Miniſtry in 
© the Church under the Incapacity that at- 
« tends Non-ſubſcription, their Fate will be 
% Impriſonment, Sc. That is to fay, 
| Men are under an Abſolute Neceſſity of taking 
Oaths to the Government: Or, iF they pre- 
tend to exerciſe the Powers of a Civil Office | 
7 — (requiring 


1 
(requiring the taking ſuch Oaths, as a 76% 
of their Fidelity to the Government) under 


the Incapacity that attends the not taking 
. them, their Fate will be nnn Sc, 


Quid cum iſto Homine facias! 2— 


Vour Quotations from. the Fathers, you 
call the moſt antient Creeps (for what Rea- 
ſon ] cannot imagine) and you make yourſelf 
_ reſponſible for the Tranſlation, p. 88. I un- 


derſtand not why this is ſaid; for certainly 


every Writer who tranſlates, is ſo reſponſible; 
even though he take a Fellow-Labourer to 
his Aſſiſtance. I have no Time to examine 
particularly, but I obſerve that your Tranſ- 
lations are ſomewhat better than uſual: Time 


was, when you did not ſo well tranſlate. 


Perhaps it may be received as no great Com- 


pliment, if I take notice, that your Tranſ- 
lation is, in the main, tolerably Orthodox; 


which, however, is a Wonder, and an In- 
ſtance of great Fairneſs in a Gentleman who 


ſpeaks ſo freely of the Athanaſan Hereſy, 


as you do, þ. 71. for which Mr, Whiſton 


will careſs you; as alſo for tranſlating the 
Quotation from the Apeftolical Conſtitutions 


much after the ſame Manner as he himſelf. 
F Would 
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would have done. I Ii5eve * 2 rio r, 
£12 ayfinToOv *, „l £15 vn Kugtoy Inos 
Ty Noifor — Tov TAwTaTIX0v TaTnSs KTITEDS, 
which you render the Fir/t-born of every 
Creature, Page 117. Now, a learned 
Man, who had a real Diſlike to the Arian, 


or rather the Socinian Hereſy, would have 


rendered it otherwiſe, Tis true indeed, 
the Words, | JawToTH 95 TAGNS KTITEWS, Coloſ. 
1. 15. are ſo rendered in our Tranſlation ; 


but yet, ſince the Eng/zf Words may ſeem 
to imply a placing, or ranking the Son in 
the Order, or among the Number of Crea- 
tures, a judicious and orthodox Writer 


would have tranſlated difterently ; eſpecial- 
ly as the Socinian Writers in particular, 
fancy that they gain ſomething by the com- 


mon Tranſlation, TlewToToxos TA Tn TIE, 
is rebels 729 Tac xTioews, Before all Crea- 


* By the TE the Word 2yevv179, here applied to the 


Father, is an Evidence againſt the high Antiquity which 
Mr. Hh flew gives to theſe Conſtitutions: For the Word 


, though it may not be eaſy to aſcertain the Time 
when tv as firſt fo apply'd ; yet, I believe, no Inſtance can 
be produced of its being apply'd to the Father, fo early as 
the Age of Cl-ment, to whom Mr. Whifton aſcribes the 
Conf? ttutions: And, if 417%, applied to the Father, was 
the Word always in Uſe till the Riſe of the Sabellian Hereſy ; 
and then changed by the Church, in Oppoſition to that He- 
rely, into 27517479 , as is not improbable ; This will bring. 
dewn the Date of tho Conſtitutions much lower. 


tion; 


188 


331 


tion; as God is ſaid to be IIęec ea rr 


orTwv O05, Diog. Laert. not, the moſt. an- 


tient of, but, Before all Things. And, 


Origen, the Son is ſaid to be Ile EPR: 


DavTwY TWY Inuiwoynualoy. The Senſe 
Before all Creatures. Once more: 


e T8 rargos, the good Pleaſure of the | 
Father, in the Arian Strain, as if the Exiſt- 
_ ence of the Son were owing to the Mill of 


the Father, in the modern metaphyſical 


Senſe of that Word, juſt as the Exiſtence 
of Creatures is. There are other Things 


in your Tranſlation not accurate, 
' You ſee that I write Greet without Ac- 


cent, juſt as you do, being willing to give 
no Offenſe in Things unneceſſary. Perhaps, 
you make the Affair ſerious, and would give 
a Reaſon for it, which will equally expunge 
all Points out of the Bible. This you will 
think trifling ; but give me a Reaſon, if 


you can, why tranſlating, dividing, point- 


ing, the Words of Scripture, by Authority, 
is not as truly, ſo far, explaining Scripture 
by Authority, as propoſing the Senſe of Scrip- 
ture, in Articles confirmed by Authority: If, 
therefore, explaining Scripture by Auto- 
rity, be blameable ; ; 'tis as truly, though, 


F 6 Perhaps, 


1 
10 
1 
5 
| 
4 


T1 
perhaps, not egually ſo, in both Caſes, 
— However, this might have paſſed for 
a Mark, at leaſt, of your profit Eru- 
dition, and Acquaintance with antient 
Manuſcripts, had not your MSS. in the 
ſingular Number ( Title-page ) occafioned 
Tennis ſmall Suſpicion to the contrary, —— 
| Take care that you do not © burn your Fin- 
gers by © Dabbling ', in MSS. as you once 
ſaid your learned Adverſary, Dr. Berriman, 
did, by © Dabbling in Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory ; * 
though indeed, the Fact was not real, but 
only (to match the Expreflion with a 
like Piece of Metaphorical Nonſenſe) a 


« frigid Conceit of your own beateg Imagi- 
nation. 


There is one fallacious Way of Reaſon- 
ing that runs throughout your whole Per- 
formance. e. g. Page 10. ſpeaking of the 
Magiſtrate's appointing Rites and Ceremo- 
nies in the Worſhip of God, you exclaim 

thus, A Principle which I apprehend will 

_ & JusTIFy all the worſt Corruptions of the 
% Church of Rome, which have been, and arg 
ce to this Day confirmed by the lazoful Ma. 
e giftrate!” This ſort of arguing is a favou- 
ite one with many, and ſome very conſi- 
derable 


1371 
ſiderable Writers and indeed it is not with. 
out Plauſibility: Let us therefore, once for 
all, make Trial of it, ſubmitting what 1s 
ſaid to the Judgment of the AER 
Reader. | 


The Argument is this; ; the Civil Magi- 
fe ſtrate has a Right, tis ſuppoſed, to appoint 


proper Ceremonies in the Worſhip of God; 


| therefore he has a Right to appoint 1 what 
Ceremonies he 7hinks, or judges to be proper, 


Hence it follows, that the ſeveral Magiſtrates 


of different Religions, or Churches, have 


an equal Right to appoint what they think 


proper Ceremonies in the Worſhip of God; 


and tis added, that this Principle will, 
. B. Juſtify all the Superſtitions and 4g 
ſurd Ceremonies of the Church of Rome, 
or any where elſe, if appointed by the law- 
ful Magiſtrate. 


Now, to this, 1 will reply by another 


parallel Argument, which theſe Reaſoners 
themſelves will readily own is not conclu- 
ſive; and yet, unleſs they can ſhew that it 


is not exactly as concluſive as the former, 


there is an End of their Argument. T hey 
argue againſt the Principle of the Magi- 


ſtrate” 3 having a Right to appoint Ceremo- 


nies, 


71 
4 
} 
4 
4 
bi 
it 
4 
IF 
. 
* 
i 
4 
1 
4. 
ki 
* 
by 
: 
#4 
'2 


* 


1 38 


nies, from the abſurd Conſequence which, 


they imagine, follows from it, v/z, That 
all Magiſtrates of different Religions, have 
an equal Right to appoint Ceremonies in 
their reſpective Ways of Worſhip. _ 


Their Argument, in Form, ſtand thus: 

If the Civil Magiſtrate has a Right to 
appoint Ceremonies in the Worſhip of God; 
then he has a Right to appoint thoſe Cers. 


monies which he thinks, or judges proper to 
be appointed in the Worſhip of God. 


But the Civil Magiſtrate has a Right to 


appoint Ceremonies in the Worſhip of God; | 


therefore the Civil Magiſtrate has a Right 


to appoint thoſe Ceremonies which he thinks, 


or judges proper to be appointed in the 


Worſhip of God, 


Hence they argue, that, if the Magiſtrate 


think Superſtitious Ceremonies (i. e. Cere- 
' monies that are really Superſtitious) proper | 


to be appointed ; he has 3 Right to appoint 


them; and add, that this Principle will 


JU STIFY all the Superſtitious Ceremo- 


nies of Rome, &c. 


The Anſwer to which, is as Klos 
If the Civil Magiſtrate has a Right to 
appoint Laus for the Public Good, then 


* 
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he has a Right to appoint thoſe Laws which 
he thinks fit to be 8 for the Pub- 
lic Good. 

But the Civil ! Magiſtrate has a Right to 
appoint Laws for the Public Good ; 


Therefore the Civil Magiſtrate has 4 
Right to appoint thoſe Laws which he 
_ thinks fit to be appointed for the Public 
Good, 5 


Therefore, if the Civil Magiſtrate think 
Impoſitions, or Laws that are really oppreſ= 
ive and hurtful to Society, fit to be ap- 

pointed for the Public Good; he has a Right. 
to appoint them, and then this Principle 


Will %%% all the legal Oppreſſions, and 
Impoſitions of Authority in France, &c. 


Now, if our Objectors can ſee any Fal- 
Ber in this /atter Reaſoning, tis hoped that 
they may be able to ſee the lame in the 
former allo ; the Arguments being parallel. 
Ihe Reader obſerves, that the Conclu- 

| fion againſt the Civil Magiſtrate's having 

any Right, or Authority to appoint Cere- j 

monies in the Worthip of God, is drawn | 
from the Abſurdity, that is fuppoſed, to 
attend that Principle. This is the great po- 
pular Objection. And tis a famous one as 


applied 


* 
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UT 
applied in the Controverſy about the Civil 
Eſtabliſhment of Religion. Mr. Chandler, 
amongſt others, will, I doubt not, readily 
ſay, that what juſtifies one, will Juſtify all 
Religious Eftabliſhments ; and fo fay All 
thoſe who do not di ftinguiſh Things which 


_ ought to be diſtinguiſhed. The Truth is, 
the Words, Right, Fuſtify, &c. are ambi- 


guous; and therefore, to put an End to all 
further Play with them, * means, 


1. Rigbt in the Senſe of fit and reaſon- 


able in the Nature of Things ; this NY abſo- 15 
lute Right. | 


2. Right fignifies | a Commiſſion and 


Power to do a Thing, derived from the 


Will of a Superior ; this may be called 
Right of Authority, „ 


3. Right may mean only that Obligation 


that a Man is under to do That which is | 


reaſonable to be done, in his Opinion and 


Judgment. Call this, if you pleaſe, Obli- : 


gation, or Right , nee 


Now, 


Now, in the fiyſt Senſe of the Word Right, 

| tis evident, that there can be hut ne Right, 
the ſame always, and every where, In = ſe. 
cond Senſe of Right, there may be more than 


one. In the third Senſe of Right, 1 there may, 


and will be juſt as many Rights as there are 
Perſons of different Perſuaſions or Judg- 
ments, Apply this to the Caſe in hand ; 
The Civil Mag iſtrate has a Right, in the 
firſt Senſe, to — 4 thoſe Laws, and thoſe 
only, which really: are for the Public Good 
In the ſecond Senſe of Right, different Ma- 
giſtrates may haye different Rights, if they 
derive their Authorities from different Su- 
periors; as is the Caſe of Subordinate Ma- 
* giſtrates under different Governments. And, 
in tlie 14ſt Senſe of Right, tis plain, that 
A Magiſtrates have an equal Right to 
appoint and eſtabliſh what they hin to he 
reaſonable. And now, hat is This? or, 
where is the Abſurdity in ſuppoſing many 
| due or even e e e in 


. 
” f 3 


there are 3 Gager ann, ab: — g From 

di Ferent Judgments, or. Opinions; and that 
different Magiſtrates will, of Courſe, be 
RAE different Obligations; if they are 

gu ided, 
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guided, as all other Men are, or ought to 
be, by their Judgments and Conſciences, 


*Tis very true, Men may Err in theirJudg- 
ments, but ſtill fuch Error does not cancel 
the Mora! Obligation that every Man is al- 


ways neceſſarily under to act according to 


the Senſe and Judgment of his own Mind. 
— hut, whatever Mens Judgments and 


Opinions are, the abſolute Differences of 


Right and Wrong, Truth and Falſhood re. 
main the ſame, invariably ; and cannot poſ- 


ſibly be affeQed by the Uncertainty of Mens 


Opinions. Men argue and reaſon erro- 


neouſly about Matters of Morality, as well 


as about other Things; but ſtill Morality 
itſelf is the ſame; and the Relations and 
Proportions of Things in Morality, are juſt 
as neceſſary in Nature, as the Relations and 
Proportions of Things in Mathematics; 


and would, I believe, be as clear to Mens 


Underſtandings, were it not for Mens Paſ- 


ſions and Prejudices. When tis urged, 


therefore, that, if the Civil Magiſtrate in 


Proteſtant Countries has a Right to appoint 
Ceremonies in Divine Worſhip, the Popiſh 


* 


Magiſtrate hath the ſame Right to appoint 
the Fopperic of * as proper Cere- 
Po „ - monies. 


_ 
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in (484) 
monies; This Conſequence is true, but 
the Fallacy lies in coneluding from hence, 


that, therefore neither of them have a 
Right to appoint Ceremonies at at all — | 


or that Error in the Execution of a Right, | 


is deſtructive of the Right itſelf. ——As to 


the Word JUST IF, it is evidently uſed 


in different Senſes, according as 'tis uſed in. 
relation to the different Senſes of the Word 


Right. Put the Caſe, that the Magiſtrate, | 
with perfect Sincerity, eſtabliſhes what is. 
really Wrong ; you will, I ſuppoſe, juſtify 
the Magiſtrate upon Account of his Since 
rity in doing it: But then, what 7s done, 
you will not juſtify, I may be able, per- 


haps, to juſtify Mr. Chandler in publiſhing 


his Sub/cription-Book : He meant well, we'll. 
ſuppoſe, being deſirous of delivering All 
honeſt Men from the Bondage of Articles, 
and Church-Impoſitions ; and therefore al- 
low him to be juſtified in that he meant 
well : But can we therefore juſtify the Thing 


rtelf ; and ſay, that he has done well? The 
next time he employs his Grey Gooſe-Quill, 


may he have a double Fuſtification, to make 
- amends for preſent Deficiencies !-—--As it 
is 3 ublolutoly neceſſary to diſtinguiſh as 1 
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have done; - our Adverfaries having Recourſe, 
at every Exigency, to that Fallacy of Argu- 
ing againſt Authority, from the Abuſe of it, 
and the like; 1 hope the Reader has not 
thought me tedious in treating of theſo 


Diſtinctions. 


There is nothing mote common with 


ſome Reaſoners, than to argue egainft a 
Thing, from the Abuſe of it; or, from ſome = 
accidental Tnconveniences that attend it. 
They apprehend partially, and do not take 
all Relations and Circumſtances into Con- 

fideration, Aſk one of that Claſs, what he 


thinks of the Copernican Syem, e. g. and 
tis Ten to One, that you are anſwered with 


an Objection about the Lunar Inequalities , 


not conſidering the whole Syſtem, and what 


muſt unavoidably follow from thoſe General 


Lares that govern it. So in Government 


There muſt be Laws, and there wi, and 


cannot but be ſome Inconveniences, ſome 
Inequalities, Muſt there therefore be 6 


Government? Eſtabliſhed Religion, or the 


Government of the Church, as by Law 
eſtabliſhed, has ſome conſequential Incon- 
veniences; and who can help it? In ſhort, 
moſt of the leſſer Debates between us and 

our 


1 „ 


1 


our Adverſaries, reſolve, at laſt, into this 
great 


religious. 


Que ſtion, W ether there ſbould be any 
l ſhment, or not? Or whe- 


ther the Church be a viſible Society, to be 


governed by Laws! 2— Tis confeſſed, that 
Subſcription to Articles of Religion has 


ſome Inconveniences, viz, It may tempt 


Nen to be inſincere, or hypocritical : So like- 
_ wiſe may Oaths in State- Government. But 
how are theſe things avoidable ?--Thus again, 
The Corporation and Teft- Ads, = ; 
in one View only, may perhaps appear 
liable to Exception. Accordingly, we are 
often told, that thoſe Acts are injurious to 
| the common natural 'Rights of Mankind; 
but then, the Ground and Reaſon, the Ne- 
| ceflity, or Utility, of thoſe Acts; the Whole 
of the Caſe being taken into Conſideration ; 
the Matter appears in a very different Light; 
as is ſhewn in a very judicious Book, in- 
| tituled, © A Vindication of the Corporation 
and Teſt-Acts, which came from the 
Hand of a Mafterly Reaſoner, and truly 
| great Man; who now, Supra omnem In- 
vidiam, adorns one of the higheſt Stations 
nn our Church. So again; As to arguing 
* the Ye of a Thing, from the 


Abuſe 


[ 46 1 
Mbuſe of it: Authority miſapplied will do 
much Harm; but this is no Objection to 


Autbority; ; which, when rigbtiy uſed, or 


applied; will certainly do much Good. 

Temporal Emoluments and Advantages are 
of real Service, by being Encouragements to 
Learning, or Religion; ; and when miſap- | 


plied, (as they have ſometimes been) will 


do Hurt. They will then be changed into 


#— «Lo. %-® 


fe Diſtouragements of Religion and Learn- | 


ing; but this is no Argument againſt Pro- 


motions or Preferments, as ſuch, — The 


Miſappliration of them, whenever it hap- 
pens," is indeed very blameable. Do but 
once level all your Preferments; or, if that 


cannot be done, make your Preferments 22 


Enttery : Let your Church-Dignities be 


mere Chance-Prizes, without Regard to 

Abilities, or Morals; or Letters: Thus 
adviſes the truly politic Free-thinker, who: 
well knows his own'Intereſts ; and; indeed, 


if we do but take his Advice; he will have 


abundant Reaſon to thank us for ſo doing- 
- Yon will not be diſpleaſed, if I conclude 
theſe few Remarks upon your Book, with 
citing. Two great Authorities, agreeing, in 
part, at leaſt, with you; and this, through 

my Deſire of Fairneſs and Impartiality. 


The 
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Boy The Firſt, is, Dr. Clarke; 'who, in his 
Rei to Mr. Nelſon, pag. 28. ſpeaking of 


ſome Terms which his Adverſary would 


call Explanations of Scripture Doctrine, and 
which he calls Scholaſtic and Metaphy/ic: cal 
as he does, elſewhere, ſome Terms uſed | is 
dhe 39 Articles; he asks, Of what Uſe 


* can the introducing ſuch new Terms be? 


For either they have no determinate Sig- 


0 


0 


nification at all; or elſe they are intended 
to teach the ſame Doctrine which is 
taught in Scripture; and then, why could 


not that Doctrine have been as well, and 


better expreſſed in thoſe - ſame Words, 
which the Wiſdom of God thought maſt 


proper to expreſs it in? or elle, laſtly, 
they expreſs ſomething different from 


what is taught in Scripture ; and then they 


are vey bad and dangerous Expreſſions 
indeed. The only Queſtion is, Why 


could not chat Doctrine, which is expreſſed 
by unſcriptural Words, be as well, or better 


expreſſed by thoſe Words by which the Scr7p- 
ture has expreſſed it? Now, undoubtedly, the 


Word of Scripture, abſolutely and originally 
conſidered, are the 19 proper Words toexprels 


the Senſe of zee but then, as theſe 


* P . 


Words 
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Words are abuſed, as they ate uſed to fi gnify 


what they do not originally fignify; as it is 
now ambiguous what is meant by them; they | 


being uſed in different Senſes: and as it is 


therefore become neceflary to fix and aſcertain 


the Senſe of them; it is become neceſſary to ex 


plain them (who is to explain, has been f 


already determined) by other Words, which 
muſt be unſcriptural : For, as the fame Dr. 


Clarke obſerves, in his Anſwer to another | 


"Writer, ** It is zmpoſible not to uſe un- 


ec « ſcriptural Exprefſions 1 in explaining Scrip- 
« ture.” To which he adds, That tis de- 


« firable, that as few unſcriptural Expreſ- 


« fions as poſſible, be uſed in Creeds, or in 
« ſuch other Terms as are ſuppoſed to have 
an Authority, in determining Mens Opi- 1 
« nions, diſtin from That of mere Rea- 


« ſon and Argument.” Here indeed the 


Dr. is with me, in admitting that Some 


10 & Y 


_ may be uſed i in _ which 15 implied by | 
the Words, As few as poſſible,” Anſwer = 
to the Author of ſome Conſi aerations, &c. 


p. 303. 


In Page 308. of the ins Book, the Do- 
Kor Rams: the Ufe of contrary unſcriptural 


— 


„„ 
Expreſſions; i. e. of unſeriptural Expreſſi- 
ons on one Side; contrary, or in Oppoſition to 
unſcriptural Expreſſions on the other, There 
may be ſome Truth in this Objection; for 
poſſibly both Sides may be, juſtly blameable 
in uſing unſcriptural Expreſſions, in affirming 
and denying ſomething above what is Written 
But, if what is affirmed, or denied, be con- 
trary to what is written, it is then neceſ- 


| ſary to affirm the oppoſite Doctrine; which 


cannot be done merely by the Words of Scrip- 
ture, the Senſe and Meaning of which is the 
Thing in Diſpute, If Iam ſure, e. g. that 
the Arian unſcriptural e7egs020; is contrary to 
the Doctrine of Scripture, may I not affirm, 
as the Council of Nice did, the contrary 
04089105 in Oppoſition to it? For, of two 
contradictory Propoſitions, one muſt, of Ne- 
ceſſity be true; and, if it be neceſſary to 
deny the one, can there be any Unreaſon- 
ableneſs in affirming the other? And, if 
that cannot be done in the Words of Serip- 
ture, muſt not unſcriptural Words be made 
uſe of ?—-Theſe Objections of Dr. Clarke 
contain the Strength of what is uſually ſaid 
againſt Explanatory Articles, and they are 
conſiderable, as may well be expected from 


H ſuch 


50 


Juch a Mriter. Dr.Clarke will always com- 
mand the Regard and Attention of every 


one who is diſpoſed to attend to what is ſe- 


rious and rational. An Author of uncom- 
mon Abilities; and one, who ( tho' ſome- 


times miſtaken, as all Men are) whatever 
Cauſe he took in hand to defend, always 
made uſe of the beſt and moſt ſolid Argu- 
ments to defend it, and managed thoſe Ar- 
guments to the beſt Advantage; or, in the 


Words of his great Antagoniſt Dr. Water- 
land, upon a particular Occaſion, his Argu- 


ments contained the whole Strength of the 


Cauſe, — And therefore, by the way, how 
indefenſible is that Arian (or Semi- Arian) 
Cauſe, which could not be defended by that 


able Advocate © 
The other Authority is Mr, Looks; who 


wants to be informed (Third Letter for Te- 


leration) * of what Uſe and Neceflity it is 
© to make a Creed. For, either theſe 


© Creeds are in the Words of Scripture, or 


© they are not. If they are, they are cer- 
* tainly „und, as containing nothing but 
© Truth in them: And fo they were before, 
© as they lay in the Scripture, — But if not, 


then in plainer, more clear and intelligible 


1 Expreſ- 


8 ; 
Expreſſions, or not: If no plainer, what 
Neceſſity of changing thoſe, which Men 
© inſpired by the Holy Ghoſt made uſe of ? 
If you fay they are plainer, then they ex- 
plain and determine the Senſe of ſome ob- 
* ſcure and dubious Places of Scripture, 
which Explanation, not being of Divine 


Revelation, cannot be impoſed as Truths 


© neceſſary to Salvation.” 

Anſw. By Explanation of the Words of 
Scripture, when we fay, that unſcriptural 
Words are neceſſary to explain them, is only 
meant a Declaration of that particular Senſe 
in which the Words are uſed by a Perſon 
amidſt the Variety of Senſes; a Determina- 
tion which is the true Senſe; And how ne- 
ceſſary this is, has been already. ſhewn. We 
do not pretend to make fundamental Do- 
Etrines plainer, or clearer, than the Words 
of Scripture have made them; but to main- 
tain the plain Senſe of Scripture, and to 
guard it from ſe Gloſſes and Interpreta- 
tions. 

Thus much for the preſent, in theWay of 
Reaſoning upon this Subject. — In the Con- 
eluſion of your Book. you ſpeak with much 
Earneſtneſs of a Scheme of Peace and 


* Union, an healing of the Diviſions that 


H 2 © have 
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[ 52 ] 3 
have long ſubſiſted amongſt us. This 
Union, you warmly recommend * 


that would give a Mortal Wound to the 
© Intereſts of Popery ;* that it might be 
made the happy Means of checking, at | 


A 


leaſt, thoſe Immoralities that ſtrike at the 
Foundation of our national Happineſs z 
and which would be the greateſt Security 
to his Majesry's Throne, and the Suc- 


A „„ A A Ld 
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(we both intirely agree) depend, under God, 
* all that is dear and valuable to us, as Men, 
© Chriſtians, and Proteſtants.” p. 180. You 
cannot, Sir, with or pray for theſe Bleſſings 


with a more hearty Zeal than I do. May 
all human Means co-operate and contribute 

to ſo great an Happineſs! And may every 
Deſign and Endeavour to defeat our obtain- 
ing it, be baffled and brought to nought! 


Above all, may God's Grace and Aſiitance 
attend us in the Purſuit of this glorious 


End! For, ſure I am, from the Nature W 
Things, that eve Scheme does really 


and truly tend to produce ſuch good Fruits, 
ſuch ineſtimable Effects, cannot but be right. 


This, and more will I fay, upon Suppo- 


ſition that the Scheme really is ſo excellent 
3 e 


ceſſion of his Royal Family; upon which 


33 J 


as you repreſent it to be, If it be ſuch; 
that is, if it will do real Service to the 


Cauſe of Religion and Virtue; if it does 


indeed tend to preſerve the pure and ra- 
tional Worſhip of the Reformed Church 


againſt Popiſo Invaſions; and keep it from 
being adulterated and corrupted with any 
Popiſh Superſtitions, and alſo againſt any 


Attempts whatever, to make it a leſs rea- 
ſenable Service: If the scheme will more 
firmly ground and eſtablith the Baſis of our 
Civil and Religious Liberty, the Govern- 


ment of that great and good Prince who 


rules (and may he long continue to rule)! 


over us: I ſay, Sir, if theſe be the natural 
Effects and Conſequences of your Scheme; 


then am I, with every Chriſtian and Pro- 

teſtant, a real Friend and Well-wiſher to 

the Scheme — but not otherwiſe. 7 5 
But what is this Scheme, this “ bleſſed 


« Defign? ” p. 182. Why 'tis the “ bleſſed 
<« Deſign of uniting the Proteſtant Churches 


* of theſe Kingdoms. By what Means 


this Union is to be effected, is not expreſly | 


ſaid; but tis inſinuated, p. 181. where you 
| fay, « though there miy be Some found 
1 * who will be againſt making any Con- 

=P ce ceſſions 
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© ceſſions for the Sake of Peace; who will 
© reproach every Alteration, as an Attempt 
e to ſubvert the Church — Yet, Wiſdom, 
« Patience, Reſolution, &c. will ſoon over- 
« come all Objections and Difficulties ; fo- 


« reign Churches will commend her [the 


« Church's | Moderation, and Condeſcenſion, 
« Fc. — Tis then, it ſeems, already de- 
termined and ſettled, on which Side the 
Compliance is to be. It is, we find, to pro- 


ceed from the Moderation and Conde ſcenſion 

of the Church; for which in return, ſhe is 
to be mightily commended.— But all this, 
Sir, you, know very well, is begging a 


| Queſtion, which has been often begged, and 
as often refuſed to be granted: Yet ſtill you 
are thus Importunate. ho it is that ought, 


in Reaſon, to comply in this Caſe, is the 


old Queſtion, eſſentially connected ohh that 


grand Queſtion of Queſtions; upon the 


Reſolution of which the ſeveral Reſolu- 
tions of all other Queſtions do naturally de- 


pend ; and this huge Queſtion is, Who ſhall 


judge? — There are Conſciences on both 
Sides of the Queſtion ; and 'tis hoped, that 


the Benefits of Chriſtian Allowance and In- 
dulgence may be common to Both; and 


that, 
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that, amidft all Compliances with the Weak- 


neſs of others; whatever Reſpe& any Man 


ought to have to his Neighbour's Con- 
ſcience, He may be equitably allowed to 
have, at leaſt, as much for his own. 

Lou tell us, that we uſe Things in our 


Public Worſhip, which are z/e/e/3 and un- 
neceſſary :— Our Reply i is, of that Matter, 
not You, but We are to judge. 
You proceed to allege, that the Things 
which give Offence, are allowed, even by 
thoſe who injoin the Uſe of them, to be 

mndifferent ; and that therefore, when they 
become the Occaſion of Strife and Debate, 

for the Sake of Peace and Unity, they ought 
to be laid aſide.— Now, I muſt confeſs, 
that, in my Judgment, it has been too rea- 


dily admitted, without Diſtinction and Li- 


mitation, by ſome eminent Writers on the 
Side of Ceremonies ; that the Things in 


Queſtion are indifferent. It is not true, I 
ſay it, and repeat it, that the Church does 


injoin any one Rite, or Ceremony, that is 

mndifferent in any other Senſe than that in 
which all poſitive Inſtitutions are indifferent, 
There may, indeed, be Something indif- 


ferent 
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ferent in all poſitive Inſtitutions or In- 
junctions, relative to the Matter, or Man- 


ner of them: But yet, no poſitive Duty, or 
Injunction, 1s ſo wholly indifferent as to ex- 


clude all Reaſon whatſoever, for command- 


ing it. Some Reaſon, ſome Propriety, ſome 


Fitneſs, either abſolute, or relative; either 


moral, or natural; (whether we ſee it or not) 


there muſt be, antecedent to every Com- 
mand or Hafiotion whatſoever, whether 
Human, or Divine : Otherwiſe the Com- 
mand cannot be founded in V iſdom; as 


any one may underſtand, who will but de- 
fine to himſelf, What Wiſdom is. Wiſdom 


neceſſarily preſuppoſes, and cannot be with- | 
out an antecedent Difference cf Things; 


whether that Difference be natural and ef- 


ſential, or not. Thus, e. g. The Com- 


mand of waſhing in Water (for a Command 
it was) to cure NAAMAN's Leproſy, 


has a Propriety from the general Notion we 
have of the Nature of that Element, which 
is to cleanſe, or purify ; though the waſh- 


ing in the Waters of JORDAN rather 
than in the Waters of AB ANA, or 
PHARPHAR, vas indifferent ; which 


very Indifferency afforded a Ground for the 


Prophet 3 


[57] 
Prophet's Command to waſh in JORDAN. 
'The Rites and Ceremonies, the Inſtitutions 


of the Church of England, have all of them 


ſuch Propriety and Fitneſs as to render 
them not ſo wholly indifferent as to ex- 
clude all Reaſon for appointing them ; or 


to afford alone a Reaſon ſufficient for giving 
them up, when appointed. And there- 
fore the Argument for laying them 
alide, drawn from their ſuppoſed ab/olute 


Indifference, is without Foundation. 


Beſides, there is a manifeſt Diſtinction be- 


* tween Indi ference, as oppoſed to Neceſſity ; z 


CP 


and Indiference, is oppoſed to Expediency. 


The Ceremonies of the Church of England 


ate certainly indifferent 1 in the former Senſe 


of Indifference ; in the latter, they are not 
indi ferent ; being proper. and uſeful, Again! 3 


It is to be conſidered, that Uſe and Cuſtom, 
and other Circumſtances, make numberleſs 


CY  . FITC 


Things proper, or improper, though they 
are, in their own Nature, Fee ind, ife 
ferent. 25 

But, "you. cannot, in Conſcience, comply | 
with any human Authority in Matters of 


Religion : : =— Now, for the fame Reaſon 


of Conſcience, we cannot but comply with, 
and 
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and obey that Authority, which, in our 
Eſtimation, is not Human, but Diveae-: 
Let every Soul be ſubject ¶ in all Things law- 
ful] unto the Higber Powers; ¶ both in Eocle- 


ſiaſtical and Civil Government] For there is 


no Power but of Cod. The Powers that be, 
are ordained of God, All Commands of 
the Higher Powers therefore, which we do 
not think to be unlauful, we are in Con 
ſcience obliged to obey, | 

You urge farther, that ſome Things 
which the Church of England enjoins are 
ſuperſtitious ; —— Our Apſwer is, nat ſu- 


perſtitious, but expedient, They are uſe- 


5 ful and prop er, ſymbolical and i /ignificative of - 
real Religion. That, if you conſider the 


Things themſelves uh, the Sign of the 


Croſs uſed in Baptiſm, e. g. is juſt as fit to 


remind us of the Faith of Chriſt cru- 


A eißed, Ge. as the Water uſed i in Baptiſm 
is to Ggnify the Myſtical waſhing away. 
© Sin.” — We retort alſo, that yt are 


guilty of Superſtition, in the very refuſing, 
ſo ſcrupulouſly as you do, to comply with 


' the Uſe of theſe Things; and that you are, 
indeed, ſuperftitiouſly afraid of Sehlde 6 


No W, 


% ĩ ͤ — ai 


- : 2 — « 
. a ” IY D r 8 


[ 50 


Now, Sir, How, I pray you, is it, that 
we are to compromiſe theſe Matters ? 


Is 'it always Prudence, to indulge another's 


Prejudices? Is it always Wiſdom, to com- 
ply with another's Weakneſs ? — For 
my part, I have read over the W 


Neconciler, and am not convinced, that it 
is, at all, more Our Duty to Comply, than 


it is Durs to Conform. 
The Author of a Pamphlet,  ntiraled, 


Confederations on a Comprehenfion or Union. 
of Proteſtants, by reconciling and umting. 


_ the more moderate Diſſenters to the Church 


of England; ſubmitted to the Attention of 


Our ae and all Denominations of 


Proteſiants ; reduces the chief Objections 


made by the Diſſenting Laity, againſt con- 
forming to the Church of England, to theſe 


Particulars, via. A Set Form of Prayer; 
« or, at leaſt, the Impropriety of the pre- 


« ſent Liturgy——the Uſe of Godfathers 
„ and Godmothers —the Sign of the 


« Croſs in Baptiſm —and kneeling at the 


« Sacrament,” Thus much as to Lay- 
Conformity. Then, as to the Caſe of Mi- 
nifterial-Conformity—** If the Teachers 
e were only required to make a Declara- 
: 3 tion, 
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& tion, inſtead of ſubſcribing to any As 
& ficles, or giving Aſſent, or Conſent to 


© all Things contained in the Book of 


«© Common Prayer ;” and, © If the Re- 
c ordination of Diſſenting Miniſters were 


« diſpenſed with; (ſee pages 11. 27.) he 


* could then ſee no juſt Objections that 
* could be offered againſt Miniflerial-Con- 


c formity, or any Injury to the Church of 
Never was any thing of 


England.“ — 
like Importance, ſo eaſily, fo expeditiouſſy 
effected! 

But this is the Caſe of thaſe who ſee no 
Difficulties ; and that, not becauſe they 


ſee clearly and diſtinctly, but becauſe they 


Atte ſhort-fight ed. Logicians of this Size, 


are They who ſee a little, preſume a great 
deal, jump to a Concluſion, and then won- 
der at others for boggling at Difficulties, A 
few ſpecious Things are offered for Com- 
pliance with the Demands of the more mo- 


derate Diſſenters— The Athanafian Creed 


is to be rejected, and the Liturgy is to be 
The 


ſo altered as to pleaſe every Body.- 


preſent unauthorized Teachers are to be ad- 
mitted to the Miniſtry, without Orders; 
and 


— —— — — — — 
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and SO we are at once to have a Compre- 
benſion. 
Quid eff, ſi hæc non Contumelia ff. 


But, he has ſome things, page 13, 


propoſe * for the real Honour and Advan- 
tage of the Church of England, even with- 


© out any regard to a Comprehenſion.” And 
theſe are, A new Tranſlation of the Bible 
E the reviewing and correcting the pre- 
ſent Liturgy, and Book of Common Prayer; 
the Thirty- nine Articles and Canons. 


Now as to an Humble Submiſſion of 

whateyer Matters it ſeems neceſſary to re- 
form, to the Wiſdom of our Superiors, to 
whom the Appeal ought to be made ; it is - 


a Thing, under proper Circumſtances, cer- 
tainly very reaſonable ; this being, as I con- 


ceive, the firſt and moſt proper Method to 


be taken in order to rectify Errors in Re- 
ligious Doctrine, or Diſcipline. The juſt 


and true Method in ſuch Caſe, appears to 


to be, To appeal firſt to our Governors, 


and then, if need be, to the Public ; in- 


ſtead of applying to the Public upon every 
Occaſion, as the way now is, with little 
good 
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good Effect, and many evil Conſequences. 


If any thing in Church Doctrine or Diſci- 
pline wants to be altered, Tell it to theChurch, 
Our Governors in Church and State are 
the original, proper Judges in this Caſe ; but 


then this is never to be ſo underſtood as if 
their Judgment or Determination were to 


over- rule the Liberty of the Preſs, or to ſu- 


percede the Right of Private Judgment. 


The Neceſſity of a new Tranſlation of 
the Bible may deſerve Conſideration : But 
the Attempt has its Difficulties. Whoſoe ver 


has heard into what Feuds the City of Ham. 


burg ran, on Occaſion of a Diſpute, whe- 


ther in the Lord's Prayer, the firſt Words 


| ſhould be tranſlated Our Father, or Father 

Our; when the Citizens, through the Zeal 
of Doctors differing, were worked up into 
ſuch an Heat of Paſſion, that they feparated 
themſelves into Parties, and fought daily in 
the Streets, cannot want an Inſtance of 


Difficulties attending new T; ranſlations. To 


ſay that a new Tranſlation is neceſſary, is 


ſaying what wants to be explained. Be- 
cauſe the preſent Tranſlation is inaccurate, 


tis immediately concluded, that there ought 


to be a new one; whereas, what is Better 


ud 
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the whole? Whether, all things conſidered, 
it be better to be content with the preſent 
Tranſlation, or to re-tranſl:te, is the Que- 
ſtion. A Review of the Liturgy does not 


| ſeem to be ſo neceſſary as a new Tranſlation 


- of: the Bible; and is attended, in ſome re- 
ſpect, with more Difficulties. 


As to the Thirty- nine Articles of Reli. 


gon They who have Senſe enough to 
plead any thing to the Purpoſe, in reſpect 


to Alteration, may, perhaps, ſay, that, tho”, 


indeed, thoſe popular Objections which are 
often made to the Clergy ſubſcribing ſome. 
of them in a Senſe different from that, 
Which, in all probability, was the Senſe of 
the Compilers, are of no Weight, ſince it is 
the Senſe, ut of the Compilers, but of the 
Inpoſers, that is to be regarded; yet poſ- 


dence to recommend fame Alteration.—— 


The Subſcription to Coftiiniftc Articles, in 
an Arminian Senſe, however right and 


juſtifiable, has t, not altogether that Ap- 


pearance, Which it is to be wiſhed it had, 


* to thoſe who cannot well diſcern and Fang 
guiſh—T abſtain from. att. Appearance of. 55 


is Is * N It is Wiſdom 


and 
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and Prudence ſo to do, whenever it can be 
done conſiſtently with Reaſon upon the 


| whole of the Caſe. —— That ſome of the 
Thirty nine Articles were formed upon the 


Calviniſtic Plan, is an agreed Point with 
moſt Perſons; tho' it ought not to be con- 
cealed, that ſome Writers of Authority 
have endeayoardd 'to evince the contrary ; 


and, among the reſt, Dr. Waterland, who, 


in his Caje of Arian Subſcription, takes 
great Pains to ſhew that the Articles were 
not Calviniſtic originally: But herein. the 
Doctor (with due Deference be it ſpoken) | 


Vas certainly miſtaken. Tho? , by the way, 


Dr. Waterland's Argument to prove the 
Unlawfulneſs of Arian Subſcription, would 
not be at all affected by admitting that 


Articles, originally Catoiniftic, might be 


fairly ſubſcribed to; in an Arminian Senſe il 
there being no Parallel between the ub. 


ſcribing to Calviniſtic Articles, in an Ar- 
minian Senſe, (Arminian as oppoſed to Cal- 


viniſtic) and the ſubſcribing to thoſe Ar- 
ticles which contain the Catholic Doctrine 
of the 7 Trinity, in an Arian Senſe ; for a 
Latitude is allowable in one Caſe; not ſo, 
in the other, What has been' called Cal- 

3 viniſm 
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vini/m in latter Ages, is no Catholic Doc- 
trine : It has been held neither a/ways, nor 
every-where : It has generally been confined 
to a few Sectaries; and was ſcarce ever, if 
at all, heard of in the Church, before the 


Time of St. Auſtin, ——But to return. 
The Latitude allowed to Subſcribers 


makes an Alteration of the Articles the leſs 


neceſſary, if the Senſe of the Articles may 
be fairly changed, the Letter remaining the 
ſame. A public Act of the Church, de- 


dlarative of the true Intent and Meaning of 
the Impoſers, is not neceſſary in thoſe In- 


ſtances in which a Latitude was originally 
intended; and a Latitude was intended by 
the Compilers themſelves, in ſeveral In- 


ſtances, as has been ſhewn by Writers upon 


this Subject: A Latitude that Perſons might 


ſubſcribe to the ſame Articles in that par- 
ticular Senſe, which each of them thinks 
to be agreeable to Scripture. And where 
the Words of the Article are Hecial and 


determinate; and where no Latitude can 
be ſuppoſed to have been intended, or to 
be allowable ; tis abſurd there, to ſuppoſe 
the Senſe of the Impoſers to vary from That 
of the Compilers. In a Word, there are 


Articles of Latitude, and Articles of no Lati- 


K tude 
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tude. In Articles of no Latitude, wherein the 
Words are ſpecial and determinate, and capa- 


ble of one Senfe only; 'tis plain no Perſon can 


ſubſcribe honeſtly, unleſs his Senſe of Scrip- 
ture, and the One Senſe of the Article be the 
ſame: But in Articles that admit of Lati- 


tude, wherein the Words are fairly capable 
of different Senſes; If any one of thoſe 


| Senſes be agreeable to the Subſcribers Senſe _ 
of Scripture, he may fairly and honeſtly 


ſubſcribe. —— There certainly is no In- 


poſition, in the bad Senſe of the Word, in 
this Affair; no Injury to private Judgment. 


The Rule of Faith, and the only Rule, is 


the Holy Scripture, The Bible is {till the 
Religion of Proteſtants. If a Man cannot 


reconcile any of theſe Articles with what 


appears to him, to be the Doctrine of Scrip- 

ture, he is at Liberty not to ſubſcribe ; Who 

has required the contrary at his Hands? 
And let it by no means be imagined, that 


the requiring Subſcription to Explana tory Ar- 


ticles of Faith, is not conſiſtent with the Right 
of Mens private Judgment in Matters of Re- 


ligion; for tis ſuppoſed in the Queſtion; 
otherwiſe Sub/cription would indeed be not 


a Thing of Choice and free Determination, 
but 
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but a neceſſary Duty. For my part, I am 


as true a Friend to the Right of private 


Judgment, ſoberly and rightly underſtood ; 


that truly moral, and religious, and Reforma- 


tion Principle, as Mr. Chandler, or any other 
Proteſtant whoſoever. Without any Doubt, 
ſincere Examination and Inquiry is eſſen- 


tially neceſſary to all Religion. A Man can 
have no Opinion, properly ſo called, with- 


out it: No rational Opinion at all; but 


only a mere Perſuafion of Mind concerning 

the Truth, or Falſhood, of Things, deter- 
mined by Time and Chance; by Prejudice, 

or the Notions which happen to prevail in 
the Age, or Country, in which he happens 
to live. In the Caſe of Subſcription to any 


Doctrine, he who ſubſcribes to what is true, 


without any previous Examination; does, 
indeed, in Fact, ſubſeribe to Truth, and not 
to Error; but then he is, in a Moral Ac- 
count, exactly as blameable as he would 


have been, had he, under the like Circum- 


ſtances, ſubſcribed to the contrary Error: 
Juſt as he who makes Oath of a Thing as 


true, which he does not know to be fo, ei- 
ther certainly, or probably ; according to the 


ſort of Evidence which the Nature of the 


K 2 „ Caſe 
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Caſe affords, is equally guilty of Perjury, 
whether the Thing ſo affirmed, be, in fact, 
true, or not. So neceſſary is Private 
Judgment. But then, what is here affirm- 
ed concerning the Exerciſe of the natural 
Senſe and Reaſon of Mankind in religious 
Matters, is not to be underſtood excluſively 
of all Conſideration of Authority in reli- 
vious Matters; which has, and muſt, ac- 
cording to the Nature and Reaſon of Things, 
have its proper Weight in determining Mens 
: Judgments. Good Authority is good Rea- 

ſon, in all Caſes. And why any one ſhould 
deny Authority its Weight in determining 
religious Opinions, is hard to conceive. Yea, 
there is one Conſideration peculiar to Au- 
_ thority in Religious Matters; which I ſhall 
expreſs in the following Words of that inge- 
nious and judicious Divine, and Diſpu- 


fant, Dr. Rogers,---* That the Spirit will ever 


© be preſent to the Church of Chriſt, and 
© every Member of it, no good Chriſtian 
© will deny: This the Promiſes of the Go- 
© ſpel evidently teach. But the Queſtion is, 
© What Meaſure and Degree of the Spirit's 
Aſſiſtance, theſe Promiſes imply. An In- 
* fallibility in the Expoſition of Scripture, 


< contrary to any plain Truth, or to our 
* clear | 


[ 69 ] 
c clear Conceptions of the Senſe of it, is im- 
2 for any rational Man to admit, in 


© any Man, or Number of Men; and con- 


© ſequently to admit any Senſe of Scripture, 
© as affirming or promiſing ſuch Infallibility : 


© But an Authority, though ſhort of this, 


© yet of great Weight and Extent in the Di- 
« reftion of private Chriſtians ; the Inſtitu- 


* tion of Chriſt, the Nature of Society, and 


© the Promiſes of the Spirit, will oblige us 


© to acknowlege in the Guides and Paſtors of 


© the Church. — Dr. Rogers's Sermon on 


1 Thefſ, v. 21.— A Proteſtant Church- Au- 


thority there may be, and is; thou gh Papal 
Infallibility there is none. 


But, after all, it muſt be obſerved, that 
there is an unaccountable Beginning at the 
wrong End, in theſe Propoſals of Comprehen- 

fon. We hear much of /efer Driferences, 
of Things unneceſſary; But, little, or nothing, 
do we hear of Differences of Moment and 


4 Importance. Our great Differences are about 
Church-Government, Ordinations, Baptiſins, 


&c. About theſe, your Friends are, for the 


moſt part, ſilent. Tis allowed, that the 


Church has a Power to alter /ome Things, 
but not every Thing, Some Matters there 


are, 
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are, about which we differ, that I conceive 
to be abſolutely unalterable; and to which 
you muſt comply, for we cannot, before the 
Bleſſed Defign is put into Execution. — If 
voau have any Deſign af bottom, which i » 

not yet to be diſcovered; ._ 


Dolis Inſtructus et Arte Pelaſgd. 
Take my Advice, and keep it ſecret; and 


reconſider it ca/mly and impartiallh; and 


then, perhaps, you may ſee, that the Im- 
probability of its Succeſs has juſtified your 
Wiſdom in concealing your Deſign, 
One would not be over-ſuſpicious of Miſ- 
chief; but, who can ſay how this ſame 
plauſible Scheme of Union would turn out, 
were it to be fully explained to us? Poſſibly 
no leſs to our Surprize and Admiration read 
the Explication of certain Words of the 
Apoſtle did, once upon a Time, to a fana- 
tical Audience, when the Preacher, having 
repeated his Text, which was 2 Tim. iv. 13. 
Bring the Books, but eſpecially the Parch- 
ments; began to inquire what were the 
Contents of thoſe Parchments, and they 
were, 


1. Negatively, Not the LiTURGY of the 
Church of England. 


2. Nega- 


TRY 
2. Negatively, Not the ARTICLES of the 
Church of England. 


3. Again, Negatively, Not the Canons 


and CONSTITUTIONS of the Church of Eng- 


land. 

After which, he proceeded i in due Form 
and Order, to tell them, poſitively, what 
a contained in thoſe Parchments.— And, 
now, what do you think that was? — Why, 


truly, TE SoLEMN LEAGUE AND Cove- 


NANT, every Word of it. 
But, to be ſerious — For my part, I can 


ſee but little Ground for Compliance, or Al. 


teration, all things conſidered. Theſe are 
dangerous Things. We know not what 
Advantages may be taken of our Conceſ- 
ſions, by an ungenerous Adverſary. The 
f Enemy to whom we give Advantage, may 
expect to draw us on farther, upon the 


© ſame Motive or Principle. If we yield 
* to Importunity, rather than to Reaſon, in 


one Caſe, why not in another? Or if the 


© firſt Step taken out of the Way, can | 
appear rational; why not a Second, and a 
* Third, and ſo on, till there be no End 


of wandering ? It is frequently the Caſe 


of thoſe over-complying Gentlemen, that 
© while they ſtoop too low in Hopes to 


8 * fetch 
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© fetch others up, they are themſelves 


© dragged down, and can never recover it. 
They are inſenſibly carried over to the 
Party towards which they lean; and in- 

© ſtead of preſerving a Balance, which they 
© loſt in the firſt Decline, they are at length 


© found to run in with the other Extreme. 


Thus obſerves, that Learned and Fudicious 
Writer, Dr. Waterland +, We know not 
what Advantages may be taken of our giving 
Ground, or whither our Compliances may 
at length carry us. We muſt ſtop Jome- 5 


where, and where can we better St 


than at that Ground on which the Wiſdom : 
of our Forefathers has placed us? Some- 
eohere we muſt fix our Standard, if we were 
to remove it; and where could we again 
better fix it, than on that Spot, where thoſe 
great Champions of the Proteflant Religion, 
our firſt Reformers, choſe to fix it? TO 
their Wiſdom, let us pay this pious De- 
| ference, and ſtand faſt with one Heart, and 
one Mind, in the Defenſe of that pure and | 
reformed Church, which God, by thoſe glo- 
rious Inſtruments of his Providence has here 


+ Importance of the Dodtrine of the Holy Trinity. p. 139. | 


z planted, 


{ 1 


planted. Let us be zealous for its Honour 


and Intereſts; Let us be ſteady in its Prin- 
ciples; and maintain its Cauſe, not only 


againſt its great Adverſary the Church of 


Rome, but alſo againſt all its Enemies ! 


You, Sir, notwithſtanding all the fine Talk 


In the Cloſe of your Letter, about © Unite- 
* ing-Schemes, healing Diviſions, and | join- 
ing together in one, all Parties who fear 


"> God, and believe the Chriſtian Doctrines, 


e againſt Popety, which thrives, by our Divi- 


© flons; Du, Sir, are recommending Meaſures, 


Which, in Effect and Conſequence, will diſ- 


unite 100 divide us. Mr. White's Scheme 


of uniting Proteſtants, by ſhewing, as he 


does, in a very ſtrong Light, the Unreaſon- 
ableneſs of Diſſenſion and Separation from 


| the eſtabliſhed Religion; and that in a mild 
Way, and in the Words of a Friend, in his 


polite and genteel Letters to a Diſſenting 
Gentleman, inſtead of dealing out the Ter- 


| Torsof Damnation to all Schi/matics, as ſome 


have done; This rational Method has been 
repreſented truly, as an improper Conduct 
in our preſent Circumſtances as Trailing 


« Controverſies about leſſer Matters; ſtir- 
15 ay vp" Coals of Contention, &c, Bis, , 
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may be Art or Defign ; but there i is, how- 
ever, little Sen/e, or Honeſty, | in ſueh a Re- 


preſentation. Beſides, it comes with a very 


ill Grace from the Man, who is, at the 
ſame time, Himſelf raiſing Controverſies ; 


and that, not about /efſer Matters, but about 
; greater Matters; about all thoſe Matters 


which have been the Occaſion of religious 
Differences among Proteſtants: For all thoſe 
Matters will ſurely be brought into De- 


-bate, whenſoever we come to conſider, and | 


talk about Points of Alteration, You are 


diſquieting and conjuring up the peaceful | 
| Shades of the Bateſes and Baxters, thoſe 
Heroes of Renown in the good old Cauſe 
of Presbytery and Puritaniſm, who now reſt | 
from their glorious Labours.— Mr. White's 
Way of ſtirring up the Coals of Conten- 
tion, is, at moſt, only by Diſputing | 


againſt Alteration: But your Way of doing 


it, Sir, is by attempting to practiſe it. Mr. 

I bite only contends for Things as they now | 
ſtand; but you are vehemently deſirous of 

having them altered: Talking that you are | 
willing to every thing in your Power; | 
that if the Providence of God ſhould | 
a make 00s though but the loweſt Inſtru- . 
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nent to carry on and effect the Bleſſed 
* Deſign, &c. — Really, if the Affair were 
not too ſerious, twould be the Height of 
Comedy to ſee you thus raiſing, in effect, : 
Contention and Noiſe all around you ; and, 
at the ſame time, wiping your Mouth, and 


declaring, with much Gravity and Compo- 


ſure — That Mr. White is © ſtirring up the 
dead Coals of Contention. 


An huge fat Man i in Country-Fair, 
Or City-Church (no matter where) 
Labour'd and puſh'd amidſt the Croud, 
Still bauling out extremely loud; 
Lord ſave us! why do People preſs! 
Another, marking his Diſtreſs, 
Friendly reply'd ;— Plump Gentleman, 
Get out as faſt as e er you can: 
Or ceaſe to puſh, or to exclaim : 
You make the very. Croud you blame. 
PRIOR. 


But, what 1 mean, more eſpecially, by 
5 * being inſtrumental in dividing us, is 


:eſpe& to the Project of laying aſide 


| Subſcription to Articles of Religion. The 
|- 2ealpas Jeſuit, let me tell you, has ſcarce 


L 2 1 better 
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[ 76 ] 
a better Project to ruin the Proteflant Cauſe 
than This is: For, what Diviſion and Con- 


fuſion in the Chriſtian Church, the laying aſide 


rn b to Articles of Religion, would 


introduce, is, from what has been already 


obſerved, _ evident. *Tis the great Point 
of the Church of Rome to ſeparate and 
divide us, that ſo we may become an eaſy 


Prey to thoſe who would devour us. The | 


Drivifions of P roteſlants among themſelves, 
are their Triumphs : For this End they ſpare | 


neither Coſt nor Pains; and are daily ſend- | 


ing forth a Multitude of diſguiſed Emiſſa- 
ries, in every Shape of Counterfeit. Divi- 


ſion amongſt us is the grand Point, by them 


| laboured with all Induſtry. 


Hoc Ithacus velit, et magno mercentur 
Atridæ. 


The caballing Jeſuits are, perhaps, at this 


very time, thus reaſoning — If the Pro- 


teſtant Churches (as hey call 'em) would 
but be perſuaded to lay aſide their Subſcrip- 


* 


„ that all manner of new Doctors would 


© be 


Hons and Articles, the plain Conſequence © þ 


433 3 


© be admitted to their Miniſtry ; and then, 


© amidſt the many Teachers, of many Minds, 


© the innumerable difãerent Opinions and 


* Diſputes ; and Herefies ariſing about every 


© thing, the Minds of the People would 

ſoon be ſufficiently unſettled and bewilder- 

ed in Uncertainty ; perplexed and loſt in 
| Labyrinthsof Errors; and then they would be 
ready enough to accept of the Direction of 


an infallible Guide, What then are you 


doing? Surely, not employed in doing their 
Buſineſs? Yes, inſtead of being an Inſtru- 
ment of uniting Proteſtants, Vou are (to make 
ſome ſort of Return for your Compliments to 
the Impoſition and Popery of the Church 
of England) the Tool of Jeſuits; not 


their Fellow-Labourer, but their Engine, 


employed and ſet to work againſt Subſcrip- 
tions to Explanatory Articles, which are the 

Fertreſs of the Church of England; and which 

therefore, once deſtroyed, we are left de- 
fenſeleſs; and expoſed to thoſe Enemies - 
who will enter, and be our Ruin. 

But the handſome things which you are 
pleaſed to ſay of the Clergy, and of thoſe 
Reverend Prelates who ſo worthily fill 


0 * their 
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[ 78 } 


© their Sees, &c.“ p. 1, deſerve Returns of 


Civility. I heartily rejoyce with you to ſee 
that Moderation which you ſo juſtly com- 


mend, as well as Learning and Piety. May 
true Moderation ever be found amongſt all 


Orders of Men ; the golden Mean betwixt 


intemperate Zeal on one Hand, and Uncon- 
cernedneſs and Indifference about the State 
of Religion on the other! — We-have, in 
theſe Days, no great Cauſe to complain of 
the former; but the latter is often met with. 

A Sitting looſe to every thing, under the 
Notion of Moderation; and a Readineſs to 
comply with whatever is faſhionable, or ad- 
vantageous in the Way of worldly Intereſt ; 1 
and This always in proportion to the Decay 55 
of Chriſtian Piety, and Mens Want of tie 
right Senſe of Religion. 


Among many of thoſe who appear to be 


in earneſt about the great Affair of Reli- 
gion; Moderation, Charity, mutual Allow- | 
ance for Difference of Opinion, and the like, 


are the everlaſting Theme; and yet, if we 
may judge from their manner of treating 


thoſe who differ from them, the Modera- | 


tion and Allowance | ſo much talked of, 
ſeems 


[79] 
ſeems to be the Moderation expected from 
others towards themſelves, and not the con- 
trary. Look among the different Sects of 
Chriſtians, and ſee whether this be not true; 
and remarkably true of thoſe very People 
who talk loudeſt about this Virtue.— So 


m Controverſies: Are there any Writers, 


who treat others with leſs Candor and Al- 
lowance, than Some of thoſe who harangue 
moſt upon the Excellency of this Modera- 
tion and Chriſtian Forbearance? All this | 
the truly-moderate Church of England ſeri- 
ouſly recommends to the Conſideration of 


te zealous Mr. Chandler, and Diſſenters of 
all Denominations ; both (to uſe a late Di- 
ſtinction of a Friend of theirs) to the more 


8 moderate, and to the leſs moderate +. Alas! 


|| Courteous Reader, ſo it is; much of this 


Virtue is there in Theory; why then ſo little 


3-0 Example and Reality! We ſee it conti- 


nually in ſome Mens Papers; why then ſo 
ſeldom in their Practices] If the Root be 

indeed Holy, why not alſo the Branches! _ 
MODERATION! tell us, What art 


| Thou? Surely, not, at laſt, like Brutus's 
| ſhadowy unreal Virtue, nothing but mere 
| Name only! 
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: Why chen are thy benign Influences ſo 
little felt and experienced in the N 
and Dilpolitions of Men! e 


— 


. ee 


e ee „ 64g: 4 * 
9 4 


ee Surg, a: ap 


OO OY PIT 


e 


aw 


* 


+ I p 5 1 y . « 
o 2 FP 1 
e 
» —_— * 
{ 


_— 25 
s — . 


ny 


*. 
* 
— —— 2 Er ae 


— 


* 
r N 
£ * . 0 

* 


—U— Moos. wes : 
_— — — — oc oo ent. — — a * — 
— — ů.U . — — — — — 


